Toward the end of the first decade after the decolonization of most African countries, there emerged a scholarly polemic about the weight of bureaucratic politics in the making of foreign policy in the Third World. A mirror of the reigning modernization paradigm that informed most postwar area studies and social sciences, the discussion unintentionally indexed the narcissism of a hegemonic discourse on political development and statecraft. Graham Allison and Morton Halperin-the original proponents of the bureaucratic model-implied in their largely U.S.-centric model that such a paradigm was not applicable to nonindustrialized countries since the newly decolonized countries, for the most part, lacked the institutional/ organizational base and political tradition needed to conduct a modern foreign policy. Félix Houphouët-Boigny-leader of the newly independent Ivory Coast-was hardly mentioned in the scholarly debates on the bureaucratic model. Yet one can use the conjuncture of his visit to the United States in May 1962 to explore the arguments developed by the protagonists in the polemic that ensued the publication of the AllisonHalperin theory.
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Graham Allison and Morton Halperin-the original
proponents of the bureaucratic model-implied in their largely U.S.-centric model that such a paradigm was not applicable to non-industrialized countries since the newly decolonized countries, for the most part, lacked the institutional/organizational base and political tradition needed to conduct a modern foreign policy. 2 Félix Houphouët-Boigny-leader of the newly independent Ivory Coast-was hardly mentioned in the scholarly debates on the bureaucratic model. 3 Yet one can use the conjuncture of his visit to the United States in May 1962 to explore the arguments developed by the protagonists in the polemic that ensued the publication of the Allison-Halperin theory. 4 The choice of Houphouët-Boigny for such exploration is important on more than one account. Usually seen as a conservative in African politics, the Ivorian leader was reportedly a traditionalist who treated "foreign policy as his personal domain." 5 Described as a "deceptively ruthless autocrat," Le Vieux (i.e., Old Wise Man) apparently "allowed no place in Ivorian newspapers for criticism or close analysis of his policies or personality." 6 Even more, he is said to have harbored a deeply seated mistrust for modern mass communication techniques, especially their power in the international arena. 7 All of these scholarly imaginaries make the Ivorian leader one of the most fitted candidates for an historical study that attempts to link the discourse on (political) modernization to media practices and the making of African diplomacy.
While the American trip of Houphouët-Boigny had certainly economic imports, I
limit my inquiry into the ways in which the presidential voyage was diplomatically orchestrated. 8 Indeed, at a time when Euro-American governments, foundations, and even the United Nations were all trying to set up training programs to instill "basic concepts of protocol, chancery, and diplomacy" to the elite representatives of the African countries, it might be insightful to assess the political assets and cultural capital that the Ivorians mobilized in order to shape the design of the trip. 9 Additionally, it seems crucial to uncover the role that the media played in constructing the meaning of the presidential journey. In an epistemological context then (and still) marked by polarization and binary opposition between a "modern" West and Africa as its "absolute other," 10 what does the making of the historic voyage tell us about our analytical categories in comparative media and international historical studies?
As I explore these issues I argue that unlike the then pervasive modernization theory paradigm, African governments had appropriated a form of managing foreign public affairs that satisfied the logic of media performance of modern nations. If anything, the interwar and postwar nationalist upheavals in Africa provided a training ground for the likes of Houphouët-Boigny who readily appropriated Euro-American forms of political performance to advance their agenda in the public (transnational)
sphere. As a consequence, they ultimately helped in speeding up the decolonization process in the 1950s and thereafter. claim that journalists in all three countries subscribed to a "modernist" metaphysics that nurtured and was informed by the culturally chauvinistic logic of the nation-state.
Consequently, I conclude that the normative comparativism that has usually sustained the historiography of international media studies is more than problematic. 12 Even more intriguing, as we shall see, is the place of African diplomacy in the literature on political development and modernization.
RECASTING VISIONS & ROLES: STATECRAFT, MASS COMMUNICATION, AND POSTCOLONIAL AFRICAN DIPLOMACY
Ever since the formulation of the bureaucratic model of foreign relations in the early 1970s, Africanists as diverse as Christopher Hill, Olajide Aluko, Peter Schraeder have strived to show how far the Allison-Halperin thesis was misguided, at least when applied to an African context. This is so, they have explained, because there hardly exists any modern state in which the role of bureaucrats in formulating and implementing foreign policy, as a process, can be ignored. 13 Historically, such a conclusion does not Journal put it, the goal of the foreign governments in signing their contracts with a publicity firm was to help them "cultivate the goodwill" of the American people. 
CRAFTING THE VISIT: HOUPHOUËT-BOIGNY, PROTOCOL, AND THE ART OF PERSUASION
As the Ivorian leader himself underlined it in a remark on 22 May 1962, the spring visit of that year was not his first American sortie. However, unlike earlier visits during which he had behaved in the words of Frantz Fanon as a "traveling salesman of French colonialism," the trip in the spring of 1962 was the result of Le Vieux's own scheming. 25 To have free hands so as to maneuver at will, for instance, the Ivorian authorities refused to rely on the U.S. government to finance and thus assert control over the presidential visit. In fact, even though the official part of the visit was to start only on conversations with private interests." 26 As subsequent episodes would prove it, the meetings with the business world were part of the larger Ivorian strategy to enlist the support of American investors in the post-independence nation-building of Ivory Coast. 27 Supplementing the economic aspect of the trip was the public relations coup that
Houphouët-Boigny aimed to stage during his American visit. Although he had led his country to independence in mid-1960, Le Vieux's prestige remained low among younger generations of Ivorian educated elite who were ever more critical to his political choices.
Outside the Francophone world, his leadership role too was at its lowest in African politics, eclipsed by none other than the activism of Kwame Nkrumah-leader of Ghana and Houphouët-Boigny's nemesis. At home, the Ivorian president began to set up the structural basis for his "carrot and stick" politics that eventually allowed him to remain in power for more than 30 years. In the international arena, he indulged in a thoroughgoing policy of re-branding and self-fashioning that culminated with the rehabilitation of his political vision at the founding of the Organization of African Unity in 1963 at Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. They have demonstrated that a first lady can be a liability if the popular perception of a president's wife is negative. In contrast, if a first lady is positively perceived in the eyes of the public, this usually translates into political gains for her husband. 49 While it is tempting to overstate this insight, it seems that the Boignys belonged to the latter category as the media focus on Marie-Thérèse's glamour illustrates. President
Houphouët-Boigny may have used his wife's attractiveness to his advantage just as he capitalized on her chiefly origins in marrying her after the divorce from his first wife. press coverage of the trip suggests, however, it was the nationalist traditions and the chauvinistic logics of the respective media outlets that eventually came to shape the meaning and the legacy of the diplomatic foray.
ENCOUNTERING LE VIEUX IN THE PRESS: DIPLOMACY, JOURNALISM, AND THE POLITICS OF MEDIA COVERAGE
Commenting on the nature of official foreign visits staged by the leaders of the newly independent countries in the Cold War era, Jean-Baptiste Duroselle suggested in the early 1960s that such international sorties be seen as a response to psychological demands rather than "real" diplomatic events. In recognizing this psychosocial dimension of official foreign visits, the French historian of foreign relations perceptively pinpointed some of the subtleties of modern statecraft and its connection with international public relations. 55 Yet caught in the logics of an older tradition of diplomatic history, Duroselle may have missed the point that in diplomacy, the "real" and "symbolic" fused, more often than not, in the theater of performance. In fact, it is increasingly clear to students of public diplomacy that symbols as part of the diplomatic packaging and symbolic interactions in the international arena are key components of the making of a country's foreign relations. 56 As the analysis of the media coverage of Houphouët-Boigny's trip will show, however, visiting leaders do not always control the outcomes of these political performances, especially when their international sorties turn into media events.
While 
BEYOND THE NEWS: MODERNITY AND THE NATIONALIST LOGICS OF MEDIA DIPLOMACY
A closer look at the coverage of Le Vieux's state visit reveals the intimacy between news reporting as textual practice and nationhood-posited as relentlessly negotiated textual ventures. Quite a few scholars have evoked this articulation of nationness through textuality. 67 Even more, it appears that journalistic performances, as technologies inscribing the "imagined community," help the nation to implement its triple projects of political rationalization, hegemonic consolidation, and preservation of sovereignty. In this light, the glamorization of Houphouët-Boigny in the Ivorian press assumed more than a function of hagiographic capitalization. For even though Le Vieux would have been the first to reap the dividends of the mediatic foray into international public relations, the dissemination of his symbolic authority in the Ivorian newspapers potentially extended the reach of the "political rationality" of the nation-state that Le
Vieux so typically personified in the eyes of the Ivorian journalists.
foster modernization can provide a useful context for understanding this seeming alliance between the press and the state. In a country with more than 60 ethnicities, the media was conceived and mobilized to foster nation-building. As those in power came to fret over the idea that Le Vieux embodied the nation, the celebration of Houphouët-Boigny became synonymous with nation-building. For Land, such a practice led to a kind of onedimensional thinking which he saw as rather contrary to traditional communication practices in pre-colonial Africa. 68 Although Land's perceptible nostalgia over the bygone palaver tree might be problematic, his insight still helps underline that media performances in the Ivory Coast were a technology of, and for, the nation-state.
A similar claim might be applicable to the United States, especially with regard to the role of the media in the emergence of the "political 'rationality' of the nation as a form of narrative." 69 The history of such emergence may be too tortuous to outline here.
With Benedict Anderson, however, one can observe that "from the start the nation was conceived in language, not in blood." 70 With this history in mind, the masculinist gaze of the U.S. press's visual coverage of Le Vieux's voyage becomes even more significant. By focusing on the leftout signifiers of the American press reportage of the visit, Ivory Coast metonymically emerges as a feminized subject that has to be denied to the French; a beautiful body that has to be devoured visually and consumed metaphorically. 72 In this light, along with the Ivorian First Lady, Ivory Coast became a malleable object upon which the U.S., as hegemon, could exercise the power of its masculinity. As they indulged in this gendered nationalist project, the U.S. press not only mapped the boundaries of the local and the foreign, but its journalists also furthered the neo-imperial project of Washington. 
